FOR several years already the reading of the date inscribed on a jamb of the Puerta de las Platerias of the cathedral of Santiago de Compostela (Plate 1) has been disputed by Spanish, French and American historians. The ligature of X and V, interpreted as fifteen, implied a reading of Era 1116 (A.D. 1078); but when interpreted as a variety of XL, the sign for forty in Visigothic script,1 it yielded a reading of Era 1141, or A.D. 1103. The first interpretation2 coincided with the tradition of the Historia Compostelana, a work of the twelfth century, which gives July 11, 1078 as the date of the beginning of the construction of the church.3 The other reading, proposed by Senor Gomez-Moreno, gives us, according to this eminent scholar, the date of the portal itself.4 Arthur Kingsley Porter' accepted the latter view, and pointed to an inscription in Trobe, near Santiago, as an example of the same ligature signifying forty.6 But he overlooked that in Trobe the L has a horizontal lower bar, unlike the strictly vertical right bar at Santiago. There are indeed several examples of the L written as a V. 7 But in all these instances, as I observed in an earlier article,8 the V is smaller than the X and clearly elevated as an appendage to the X, whereas in the inscription of Santiago the X and V are of equal height. An identical ligature of X and V appears in an inscription of 951 in S. Martin de Salas (Asturias),9 preceded by LXX, and hence is unequivocally a symbol of fifteen.
In a recent article in the Antiquaries Journal,10 Dr Walter M. Whitehill has studied carefully the documents of the construction of the cathedral and concluded that the date of July 11, 1078 inscribed on the Puerta de las Platerias "corresponds to a corner-stone ceremony, or some similar event marking the official beginning of the building," although the foundation itself may be dated about 1075.11 In his new book on Spanish Romanesque art12 and in a later comment on Dr 262
The Cathedral of Santiago de Compostela Whitehill's article,' Sefior G6mez-Moreno has defended his original reading of the inscription. I agree with him that the portal is of the beginning of the twelfth century, for reasons drawn from the style of the sculptures and architecture. But insofar as his arguments rest upon an interpretation of the ligature XV as a symbol of forty, it is necessary to consider his palaeographic criteria apart from his conclusion about the age of the portal. He attributes the ligatured form to a 'desire for monumentality in the writing,' and argues that 'signs were linked only when the ligature expressed a numerical cipher; such are the successive Xes and such is the XL; consequently, it would be against the rules to read decima sexta, and to ensure the other reading, the A was placed above, giving XLal, which cannot be read otherwise than quadragesima prima.'2 He adds that if the inscription was read as 1116 in the twelfth century, it was an error of a foreigner, the French editor of the Historia Compostelana. There is only one way, it seems to me, to decide this question, and that is, to find a contemporary Spanish table with a series of consecutive numbers in which appear unmistakably the signs for fifteen, sixteen and forty. Such a series occurs in a computus in a manuscript of Isidore written in Santo Domingo de Silos in 10723 -Paris, Bibliotheque Nationale, Nouv. Acq. latin 2169, fol. 10v (Plate 2).
Here the reader can see plainly enough the difference between the signs for fifteen, sixteen, and forty in Spain at this period, and judge for himself the intention behind the number inscribed in Santiago. The V is linked with the X in the numbers from sixteen to nineteen, contrary to the rule presumed by Sefior Gomez-Moreno. The XVI of the computus corresponds exactly to the inscription on the portal. 
